THE   RIGHT   TO   HERESY

powerful possess the right to kill persons who hold other
views than their own. In the case of Servetus, Calvin
asserted this right from the outset, and his business now
was to justify his action. Naturally he sought justifica-
tion in the Bible, endeavouring to show that he had acted
in accordance with the terms of a "higher commission,"
in obedience to a "divine command." That higher
commission, that divine command, was what had led
him to thrust Servetus out of the world. Yet he could
not find convincing examples in Holy Writ, because the
Bible has not formulated the notion of "heresy," but
refers merely to "blasphemy." Now Servetus, who
amid the flames continued to call upon the name of Jesus,
had never been an atheist. Calvin, always eager to quote
from the Bible any passages that might serve his turn,
declared nevertheless that it was a "sacred duty" im-
posed upon "authority," to eradicate all who held
opinions subversive of authority (his own). "Just as an
ordinary man would be blameworthy should he fail to
draw his sword when the house of God is contaminated
or when one of his adherents rebels against God, how
much worse is such cowardice in a prince who shuts his
eyes when wrong is done to religion." The sword is put
into the hands of authorities that they may use it "for
the honour of God." For actions performed in "saint
zele" are justified in advance. The defence of orthodoxy,
of the true faith, dissolves the ties of blood, the dictates of
human kindliness. A man must destroy even his most im-
mediate adherents when Satan has driven them to repu-
diate the "true" religion; and (we shudder as we read)
"On ne lui [Dieu] fait point Vhonneur qu'on lui doit, si on ne
prefere son service a tout regard humain, pour riepargmr ni
parentage3 ni sang, ni vie qui soit et qu'on mette en oubli toute
humanite quand il est question de combattre pour sa gloire"
With terrifying bluntness we are told that Calvin can
regard as pious only those who, for the sake of doctrine
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